The Monarchy
It may be, of course, that this impression will be altered
when we have, for his reign, a correspondence of similar
character to that of Queen Victoria. But, quite certainly,
nothing which has so far emerged suggests that Edward
VII was a passive instrument in the hands of his minis-
ters. He never overstepped the bounds of constitutional
propriety in anything like the ruthless fashion of Queen
Victoria. But there is no mistaking the side upon which
his influence was thrown.
Naturally enough, our knowledge of the intimate
history of George V's reign is even smaller than that of
his predecessor; and, save for exceptional circumstances,
it is not likely that the essential documents will see the
light in the lifetime of the present generation. There are,
however, certain problems in his reign upon which at
least an oblique light has been cast by biographies and
memoirs already available. He came to the throne in the
midst of the crisis over the House of Lords; and it is at
least probable that the second dissolution of 1910 was
due to his unwillingness to agree to a creation of peers to
prevent the rejection of the Parliament Act without proof
that the country was definitively on the side of the Govern-
ment. There are certain grave problems about his relation
to the Ulster crisis of 1911—14 which remain unexplained.
It seems probable that he was in touch with the Con-
servative leaders over the question of Sir Edward Car-
son *s possible arrest for treasonable activities; and we
know from the Diaries of Sir Austen Chamberlain that
steps were taken by them to communicate their views
over the Curragh mutiny of March 1914^ It was in this,
particular controversy that the army officers developed
their view that they owed their allegiance, not to the
Government in office, but to the King personally; a view
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